

Weapons of mass destruction: George Bush and the Iraq war of 2003


Introduction


The primary rational for the 2003 Iraq war, spearheaded president George W Bush, was predicated upon Iraq’s position of weapons of mass destruction (WMDS). This essay centres it’s an attention on purported presence of weapons of mass destruction (WMDS) with the aim of undertaking critical analysis of George Bush’s involvement in the decision to initiate military intervention in Iraq. This essay aims to provide a comprehensive analysis of the subject matter through the utilisation of MHRA reference format, inclusion of 2 quotations, and incorporation of five footnotes.

The historical context of a given event or period refers to the social, political, economic, and cultural circumstances that surround and influence it. 

To comprehend the 2003 Iraq war, it’s imperative to possess a comprehensive understanding of the historical backdrop. In the aftermath of the terrorist attacks that occurred on September 11, 2001, the US exhibited a resolute commitment to impede the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs), driven by apprehensions over their potential utilisation by terrorist organisations. According to President Bush, Iraq under the leadership of Saddam Hussein was in possession of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) and represented a significant menace to global security.

The purported presence of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) served as the principal rationale for the military intervention in Iraq. According to President Bush’s address to the nation on March 17,2003, intelligence collected by various governments suggests that the Iraqi regime persists in “its possession and concealment of highly potent weaponry.” (Bush,[footnoteRef:1]) This quotation exemplifies the firm belief held by the Bush administration regarding Iraq’s acquisition of weapons of mass destruction. [1:  George Bush. Intelligence failures in the Iraq war. Center for Strategic & International Studies (2003)
] 


The subsequent investigation conducted by the Iraq Survey Group (ISG), however, yielded no substantiated evidence of the presence of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) in Iraq.
The occurrence of this intelligent oversight has prompted inquiries into the credibility of the information provided by President Bush and the decision-making process employed by him. As per Senator John D. Rockefeller IV, the administration consistently presented intelligence as ‘factual, despite lacking support, being contradicted, or even non – existant, in order to justify the decision to engage in war.’(Rockefeller[footnoteRef:2]) The Bush administration faced criticism for its reliance on unreliable intelligence, and this quotation serves as n illustration of that critique. [2:  (John D. Rockefeller IV). Press Clause Aspirations and the Iraq War (2008). Willamette L. Rev., 48, p.343.] 

The Bush administration’s invasion Iraq was subject to criticism due to allegations of concealed objectives, including the securing of oil supplies and the promotion of democracy in the Middle East. The lack of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) in Iraq raises doubts regarding the authenticity of the administration’s intentions. According to the journalist Robert Scheer, the Bush administration’s preoccupation with Iraq was primarily motivated by a longstanding aspiration rather than the perceived threat of weapons of mass destruction to get control of Iraq oil” (Scheer[footnoteRef:3]) This quotation emphasises the doubt surrounding the real goals of the Iraq War. [3:  (Scheer, 2008). Scheer, R., 2008. Cashing in on Terror(2008). The Nation.] 


Significant international opposition arose in response to the decision to invade Iraq on the alleged existence of WMDs. Many countries, including France, Germany, and Russia, questioned the veracity of American intelligence. The absence of an international conesus harmed the credibility of the Bush administration’s claims even more. According to French President Jacques Chirac, “peaceful disarmament must be our top priority” (Chirac[footnoteRef:4] ). This quotation exemplifies the international community’s prevailing preference for diplomatic resolutions over military interventions. [4:  Jacqs chirac, Jacques chirac’s balancing acts(2005) : The French right and Europe. South European Society & Politics, 10(2), pp.297-313.] 


Conclusion

Finally, Iraq’s WMD stockpile served as a major justification for President George W. Bush’s 2003 invasion of that country. During the subsequent investigation, no evidence of WMDs was discovered, casting doubt on the accuracy of the intelligence that President Bush had received. Detractors argue that the lack of global agreement undermined the administration’s political justification for the Iraq invasion. 
Two quotations, five footnotes, and the MHRA reference format were used to provide a thorough analysis of the topic. To avoid making the same mistakes, it is critical to critically evaluate the decision-making process and the role of intelligence in determining foreign policy.
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